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STATE OF CONNECTICUT
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC UTILITY CONTROL

August7,2009
In reply, please refer to:
Docket No. 09-07-24:URPAP

L. Charles Keller, Esquire
Wilkinson Barker Knauer, LLP
2300 N Street, NW
Suite 700
Washington, DC 20037

Re: Docket No, 09-07-24 - Conexions LLC Seeks Designation as a Competitive
Eligible Telecommunications Carrier

Dear Mr. Keller:

The Department of Public Utility Control (Department) acknowledges receipt of
your July 10, 2009 letter filed on behalf of Conexions LLC (Conexions) seeking
clarification as to whether the Department asserts jurisdiction to designate competitive
eligible telecommunications carriers (CETC) in Connecticut. According to your letter,
Conexions seeks designation as a CETC in Connecticut and believes that the
Department does not assert jurisdiction to designate CETCs in the state and that
carriers must apply to the FCC for certification.

The Department has reviewed your request and notes that it has approved
requests for CETC status from wireline-based carriers. However, in the instant case,
Conexions is a mobile virtual network operator. The Department does not regulate or
license mobile carrier services' rates and charges and therefore, it is not subject to the
Department's jurisdiction for the purposes of designating CETC status.

Sincerely,

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC UTILITY CONTROL

'11 Studt;fUhto CJ<WJ
Kimberley J. Santopietro
Executive Secretary

Ten Franklin Square' New Britain, Connecticut 06051 • Phone: 860·827·1553 • Fax: 860·827·2613
Email: dpuc.executivesccretllXxCw.no.state.ct.us • Internet: )N,:\XF~J.I;;,J;1~

Affirmative Action/Equal Opportunity Employer



Exhibit 2



STATE OF NEW YORK DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC SERVICE
THREE EMPIRE STATE PLAZA, ALBANY, NY 12223·1350

Internet Address: http://www.dps.state.ny.us

PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

GARRY A. BMWN
Chairman

PATRICIA L. ACAMPORA
MAUREEN F, HARRIS
ROBERT E. CURRY JR.
JAMES L. LAROCCA

Commissioners

L Charles Keller
Wilkinson Barker Knauer LLP
2300 N Street, NW
Suite 700
Washington, DC 20037

August 13, 2009

PETER McGOWAN
General Counsel

JACLYN A. BRILLlNG
Secretary

Re: Case 09-C-0600 - Petition of Conexions LLC for a Declaratory Ruling
that the Company, a wireless telephone service provider, is not subject
to Commission jurisdiction

Dear Mr. Keller:

I am responding to your letter to Secretary Brilling, dated July 10, 2009, on behalf
of Conexions LLC ("Conexions"). In your letter, you requested a statement that the
State of New York does not exercise jurisdiction over wireless telephone service
providers for purposes of making determinations concerning eligibility for Competitive
Eligible Telecommunications Carrier designations under 47 USC §214(e) and 47 CFR
§54.201 et seg. You indicated that Conexions is a mobile virtual network operator in
several states, including New York.

In response to your request, please be advised thatthe New York State Public
Service Law §5(3) provides that:

Application of the provisions of this chapter [the Public
Service Law] to one-way paging or two-way mobile radio
telephone service·with the exception of such services .
provided by means of cellular radio communication is
suspended unless the [New York Public Service]
commission, ' .. makes a determination, after notice and
hearing, that regulation of such services should be
reinstituted to. the extent found necessary to protect the
pUblic interest because of a lack of effective competition.



In addition, the New York State Public Service Law §5(6)(a) provides that:

Application of the provisions of this chapter [the Public
Service Law] to cellular telephone services is suspended
unless the [New York Public Service] commission, ' . ,
makes a determination, after notice and hearing, that
suspension of the application of the provisions of this
chapter shall cease to the extent found necessary to protect
the public interest.

The New York State Public Service Commission has not made a determination
that regulation should be reinstituted under Public Service Law §5. Consequently,
based on the representation by Conexions that it is a wireless telephone service
provider, Conexions would not be subject to the application of the Public Service Law
and therefore, the jurisdiction of the New York Public Service Commission for the
purposes of making the Competitive Eligible Telecommunication Carrier designation.

As this letter is responsive to your request for a statement, Case 09-C-0600 will
be closed.

~.~. -0<.~..~•.~~
, Saul M. Abrams . .

Assistant Counsel

cc: Jaclyn A Brilling, Secretary
Maureen Harris, CO'mmissioner

-2-
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STATE OF NORTH CAROL.NA
tmurlES COMMlMION

RALEIGH

OOOKET NO. P..100. sua 1330 .

BEFORE THE NORTH CAROUNA lmUTIES COMMISSION

In the Matter of
Deslgnatlort of carriers EIIglbfa for Universal }
Camer support' } ORDeR GRANTING PETITION

BY THE COMMISSION: On August 22, 2003. Not1h Carolina RSAS CGllular
Telephone Company, d/b/a carolina West (Carolina West). a cornrneraat mobtJe radio
service (CMRa) provider. mad aPeutl9'l seeklngan afflrmatlve dedaratoryrullng that the
Commission lacksjurlsdlCltion to designate OMRS ca.rrler eligible telecomrnut'llcaUons
carrier (ErC) status for the purposes of ~ceMng. fedefa.l unlV'em3l sendCG support.

In support of Its PettUoo, Carolina West stated that It wu a CMRS prQvtder
auttlorlled by the F'ederal Communications COmmission (FCC) to provide C&IlUI~r mobl~
fadio telephone s9rVlce in North Oarolina, and that the FOO had clearly reoognlzed that
CMRS caniws such as Carolina West may be cmslgnated as ETCs. ETC status Is
necessary for a provider to be eflglble to rooelve unlver'$a! seMce support. Sectfon
214(e)(6) of the TeleoommunleatJons AotproVides that If a ltate c:ommlsskln deterrnlne3
that it lacks Jw1sdletlon over a class or tIaIl1ef'S, the FCC Iseharged wlth maldng the ETC
c:leterrnlootlon. The FCC hu stated tttat, in order for tho FCC to oonaldsr requests
pursuant tomls proVl8fon. acerrfermu$l providean -affirmative statemetlf' fromthe$fate
eommi8slon orcourt or~ jUMd,<ltlon that the $Ude tad<$.M1~ootopertormttle
designation. To date, ,"vend state oommlulons have declined to exerdse such
jurisdldlon.

North Carolina has eXcluded CMRS form the deflnlUon of ·publloutility."~G.S.
62-3(23)1. Pursuant to this. the Commission Issued Its Order Concerning DereguiatlOll of
Wfrele$$ Providers In Docket Nos. P..100. Sub 114 and Sub 124 on August 28,1995.
condUdlng that the Conrnls$ion no longer has jUl1sdtction over cellular aervlces.
Aooordtngly, Carolina westhunow~ the COl'l'1l1lssfon to issue an Orderstating
that It does not have jurisdiction 10designate CMRS carrief'S ETC status forUlepurposes
of reoeMng 1ederaf UI'lIversal service support.

WHEREUPON. the Commission reaches the folloWing

CONCL.USIONS

Aftercareful oonsld~ratlon. theCommission oonollldes that It shouldgrant carolIna .
West's Petition and lAue an Order stating that It laof<s jlJl1sdletlon todesignateETCstatus



10rCMRS carriem. As noted Gbove, '" Its August 28. 1995, Order)o Dod<et NO$, P·100.
Sub 114 and Sub 124, the COm_on observed that G.a. 62-3(23)j, enlded on
Jufy29,1995. has rumowd ceil. HMen. rediD common cam_I pemmaJ
commurtloutlOfl8 servlces. Md olher sorvlces then or In the fUture c::ons1luntng a mobne
radl0 communications service from the CommlSSlon'S JurtsdIClion. 47 USC 3(41) defines f1

"state commission· as a body whim "has regulatory Jurisdiction wtth respect to the
Imrastate operation of carrfel'$!' PuraUan1 to 41 usc 214(e)(6), If a 8tate~on
determines that it lacks jul1sdkltiDn overadass of carriers, the FCC mustdet81"rrirJ8whim
camelS In that class may be deslgnated'as ETCs. GIven these drwmstances, It follow.
that the Col"l'lMlsslon lacksJurisdiction overOMRS 8eMC8S andthe appropriate V«lU8 for
the de$lgnatlon of ETC statU&for suoo $ervlces Is with tho FCC.~u QIi!CGmntlWl
edU21!. All.TEL Communications, Ino,. June 24. 2003.

IT IS. THEREFORE, SO OROERED.

ISSUED BY ORDER OF THE COMMISSION,

This1hemb day of August, 2003,

NORTH CAROUNA UTIUTlES COMMISSION

tP~~"~"'\\' '"
Polda Swenaon, Deputy Clerk
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NASllVD.JJr, 'fElOOl'SSD

April U,2003

INU:

APPLICATION 011 ADVANr.AGE CELUJLA.a
SYSTEMS,mc. TO n DESrONATID AS AN
EUGmLE TELlCOMMUl'UCA'l1ONS CA.Iml1l'.R

ORDER

)
)
)
)
)

OOCDTNo.
~U45

nus t.nllUer~bei'01l!: et.Wmuw Sam KYle, Ditoctor Deb<nah TaylorT.., _ ~ Pat

Miller of tho TenOClllleC~ AUfhatity (tl.lb llAU1bority"'), the~ lW1C1~ in dQ

4ool<et, at tho roguJar1)' scheduled AuthorityCo~ hoM. 00 lamrary 21,2003, f<Jr~oo

of the AppiJeation 01 A.dvantage ~ular~. 1JIc. 1'Q Be 1JM~ N An 81_

Tele~O#rrler ('lA.ppliCQticm")iWld. 00Novcm"ber 21, 2(lO2.

~

~ cetlutarS~ mo.("~ is a~ mobile radio ~.

p~("'CMRS'~~ deaignatiOD Man _'bleT~CHl$Can'icr ("B1'C') by the

Authority put8U8nt to 47 O.S.C. §§ 214 und 254. In ita .4pplU:mirm.~~ tbat IeII~

ETC ItatU$ for the e'I1tire. atudy ate4 of DWlb Telephone~, 1'm:l,. a JUtal ~12ive

~<U>mpmy. ~~ $at itmoetsalltM~~1brlri'cmtQI

aMtheroforc is eligiblo to .tlilOOivo tdV«8llI ~.suppolt tbmupm ill~area.

:DJ,tl.uaZ7.1muA.t!dUQIt-.
D!.Jrins tbe ntsuJarJ:y llcbfduled Authority~ on Janu.ary 21, 2003, tho panel of

Dim::tonl &88ipd to Chis docket ddl1Jeru.ted Advantarge'& A,pp1tca#on. Of tb¥01DOlIt~

wu the ilssue orthe Autborlty'ajmUdiclion.. Thepmel~ lbWit'that the AudIority l8cbd



'l'1u: AtUbority .. peraI~ and~ power.
jurisdiction add confro1 over ell public 'Utilitilll __ OWl' ihftr
property, Propc'lt'ty rigtdls. ~es. and~t 10 far .. may be
~ tor 1M purposo of~ out the~ of tbiIl
ohaplet.

For PUJPOBe$ otTClm. Code Ann. §65-4-104, tho definitioo otpubHcud1itics~'~

with I.'let'taln ex~ not tel<MW to tbk CatlC, ,a)ny iodividu.d, ~bip. ~,

association, COIpOl'lltion Of joint atoot company otferiq domoatic public QOlluW: ra4io tdepboM

llU'Viu authoriz1:d by the fcd=l oommunioanOJlB oommis9ion.It

The· Authorlty'$ tack ofjutisdietion over CMRS providm~ 41 U.S.C. § 214(0),

whioh ad~ the provillion of univwl service. 'Wlu!te oommon etmiors~ u:civmal

smviee support &'0 not Sllhjectto astato~~'8jurisdi~ 41 U.S.C•• 214(oX6)

autb~ the Fe<Jm.I. ComtmI.uc.n0U8 Comm.isafun("ilCC')to~tbeBro~2

'.

I Thil fhldins isQ(llin~ wilhtheAuthority'.decf.alo:u fttllln:U~~i1fMrlc~aw. DocI:lIt
91..oosas.~ 01'der (II/f PiMu I of UnI"l'II1'If.l1 3mIcI, Jlp. S:J..$1 (May 20,'1~), ill 'lrillob tho AutfIority..
~~lCitklllJcmicnto~to1balu~t.rlI1wmJ~f'\llIA!~~"'"
Cll'rim not llU~. me.utIIority ortbfntA-. 1'lIo dfdlli.m hi~No. 97.()0U81Nf ....~.47V.s.c.1
2S4(f) wiUch~"'tofdo.llt~llO't~ wfdllbo F«fen1 eoam:..k:adoil4l Co!lllflnkla·,,.
WI VlIi~ ~ JlnO~ ~.fIW!t1 "'-lIlIMlIialldoa• .,w.....~ ~.
~CUioM~to~" tolho~4llll~ dt\ll'dwnallliCll'\lktbtn" ... "I'bII
l1ltwlItt OnIIrWMiMuod prior to dIo._v~uS'"of.47V.S.c. f 2J4(eX6).
:147 U.s.C. §214(o){6)....:

(6)CQcnmon cmierJ not subject to..comtI1lMiooJ~
mtbowe QfAGOIlIIl1OUoaniet~~~ICI'VIcCDd~. u
DDt rubJect 10 tho ju,riIdictiooof, State1XltDIDiaal1lll, tho comlll.!sdoa tha1t lIfOO~~
euch •~ ccric' l.Ut ~ ll\l'l~ of~ (I) .. atl o.!J#ibkl
~1fIol)=&tl:l~ ~ for. fmko m&~ by dl#~~ .....
~kl pedontJ aad S1llto laW. 1Jpoa~ _ ~ with tho _tic __
~ aDd DeCOt8lly, tho C<mutllPion ~. with reapcIl'4 to m IllW IIMCl by • nnl
~~._ wn. in the (lllH of llU.odwlr lIfCU.~ m<lnllf:lau. OM~ .
Clniet .. to;l eUaibht~ \'ltlIrier Cot 11~ ..~ wdclt dll.a
$I~1010G8 ..oechll~~oarricr~lbo~ot~(1).
Bei\n _'palin.llll~ ollaiblo~limDfoati_ GII'rier!of • area.~byann!
tohIpborle~y,tbo~tiol:twn&d"'.~lJkdlop&~

:2



A$ fl,.~of'~t'edeta:1QOmity." d'lIll FCC~ that carma~BTCdeai~

"first oomult witb. t.i!A' state commission to stve the statecommission anoppoItmUty to hmapctstate

law.''' Mostoamet1 that areoot8Ubjeottolstatem~~'.~~ me

desigoatk.tn muat pn,lvide the FCC "with an~~ h I court of~

jurisdictionOf the state~ioo that it laebjurisdietiantopedonn the~otl.'"

The panell10ted tMt the FCC i$ the approprl8!e tbnun fbr Advantrip to pu:nm.o ETC ItatuI

pwswmt to 41 U.S.C. § 214(0)(6). This Order shall serve 118 tbe abow m.etttioMd~

statemetl1 sequired by tho FCC.

IT IS D.mUFOD ORDIlUID ntAT: .
I

'!'he .Applicallcm of A.<lMntafl'~~. me, To Be.~ As An ENgibk

Tel~t}'1tJJ Canier isdismiased forJactofsubjectmatter~

•···· ... 11 _

Pat Miller, Dh'octor
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STATBCORPORATlONCOMMISSION .;;CUNEtrr CONTROL

AT RICHMOND, APRIL9,2004

INRB:
.'

APPLICATXON OF VIRGINIA ceU.ULAR LLC

For designation as an eligible
telecommunications,providerunder
47 U,S.C. f 214(e) (2)

lW" I.PR ...q A II~ ltb
CASE NO. PUC..~1-00263

QRD13R Jl.i'£JI1NQaPMMmttS ANWOR REQrmsTS FOR ImARlNQ

On December 21.2001, Virginia Cellular LLC ("Virginia CelluJar") tiled an application

witq the State Corporation Commission ("Commission") for desisnatioa as an eligible

teleconununications carrler ('mCU). This was the first application by a Commercial Mobile

RadJo Service ("CMRSIl) clU1'icr for ETC desiguation,l Pursuant to the OWer Requesting

Co~nts, Objections, or Requests for Hearing, issued br the Commission on January 24, 2002.

the Virginia Telecommunications Industry Assooiation and NTELOS Telephone ::mo,

("NTeLOS") med their respectiveoommenta and reque&t$ for hear1ng on February 20. 2002,

Virginia CclluJar filed aeply Comments on Match 6, 2002. Our Order ofAprll9, 2002. found

that § 214(eX6) Gf the Act is applicable to Virginia cellular's applicatlon because this

Comtnission 1uls,no~ assertedjurlsdietion overCMRS canieli and that Virginia Cellulars~d

apI'i~ to q;te peQtal Communioations Commission C'FCC") for BW designation,

Vifginb\Cellular rn"d its Betilion for Dellignation as an :eUgibleTe~conununicatiOM~

can:ier~e SUrte,ofVirginia with the FCC <?II April 26. 2002. On January 22, 2004, the FCC

released its ortlerdesignatingVirginiaCellular as an BTC in specific portions of 11:5 licensed



serv!ce area in the Commonwealth ofVirginia subject to certain conditions ("FCCs J'apuary 22,

2004, Orderll).z

TheFCC~ 1~uary .22,2004. Orderfurtbcrstated that Vlrginla CeHulsts request to

redefinethe service areas ofShenandoah Telephone Com.pany (IlShente1") and MOW Telephone

Coriipany ("MOW'I) In VirginiapU1'$\1ant to § 214(3)(5) of the Telecommunications Act ot:1996

("Act'') was granted subject to the agreement of this Commission. On March 2, 2004. the FCC

file4- its January 22. 2004, Order as Itpetition in this case.3

Section 214(e)(5) of the Act states:

SERVICE AREA DEFlNBD•• The term "service arealt

means a geographic~ establishedb)' aState commission (or 'the
Commission under,paragraph (6» for the pwpose ofdetermining
universal service obtiglllions and support mechanisms. In the case
ofan area servedby a rural telephone company, "sentice aretllf >

means such company's t'study at'eau unless and uti! the
Commission and the States, after taking into account
recommendations oraFedcra1..State Joint Board wslltUtedundet
sectio1l410(c). establish adiffcrent definition ofservice area for
such company. .

~ this instance, the FCC has determined that the servIce axellS ofShentel and MOW.

whiCh are both mral telephone companies under the Act. should be~ as requested by

V.niaGeUuiar.4 'TOO FCC~er recognizes that the "VirginiaCOmt'l'lission's first-hand

kn$wledge ofthe r.ural areas in question uWqQcly qualifies it to dctennine the redefinition ,>

•~f9,wsa1..lUld examine whether it should be approved.lIs

, . _'I e*

: ~,l'!}pc~No. 96-4$.ln tM Matt6ro!PeMrq}.$tf#e lointIWardon Universal$twice, ~1IIla C,llularLLC
Pttlt/rm.jbfVBttM8nalion (#an Bli$lble 'ldecom»um/~ns carnu in tM amwunWf411h o/Vll'gbda.

) SIlO paragfsph IfS ~tIlU')'~. 2004. OtdClf. ThePCC.ln~with § 54.207(d) of it.. rulcs,
.ntq t*-_111o V i9fi'1itat thi&'~l' alnt petition to redoftM«~ arOll under § S4.207(dXl) of
. be obtained from tile Oo~OI1's weblite .t:

'( > -

~;.i':!

.....__ _ _ _ ._<l.~_._-.... ...,_._~__~ __·_.\_.__'_M_·_ ...........-',



The Commission finds that interested parties shouldbe afforded the opportunity to

commentand/orrequest 8 bearJpgregarding theFCC~ petition to redetifleJ the service areas of

Shentel and MOW. ,We note that the FCC 'beIioves that its proposed redefinition ofthese service

areas should not harm eitherShentel or MOW.6 However, we request any interested party to

specifically address in itsco~tswb.r our agreeing to the FCC's proposal to redefine the

service areas ofShentol and MOW would hann these companies.

, NOW UPON CONSIDERATION ofall the pleadings of record. and the applicable la.w.

the ~mmission is ofthe opinion that interested parties shoo1d be allowed to comment or request

ahe:ar.ing regarding the FCC's proposed redefinition of SJ.tentel's and MGW's service areas.

Accord1~ly, IT IS ORDBRBD THAT:

(1) Any interested party desirl.ng to comment :regarding the redefinition ofShente1's and

M~W's service areas may do $0 by diJ:eeting such comments in writioS on or before May 7.

2004. to 10elH. Peck, Clerk of the State Corporation Conunissioo, c/o Document Control

center, P.O. :Box 2118. Richmond, Virginia 23218. Interested parties desiring to submit
"

comments electronioallymay do so by following the instroctions found on the Commissioo'S'

w~te: httD:llwww,5tAt~ya.Wk'3P£l9.nfQtifm.

~2) On <tr'b'd'Ote May,7, 2004, auy interestedparty wIshing to request a hearing
. ,

regatd,inJthe t'ooefinitlon ofShentel's Qhl1M~s ~rvioe areas shall file an original and fifteen

(15) copi~ of its~est for hear,blg in writing with the Clerkof the Commission at the address

set forth above. WriU.n requests for heag shall refer to Case No. PUC-2001.()()263 and~

inolude: (io) a precise statementof the mterest of the ming party; (Ii) a statementof the spec~c

action sought to the ~xtent then ~wn~,(iU) !'sta~entoftbe legal basis for such action; and

(iv) a p~ise ~mcl1t.w~ a4learlng shoUld,be conducted in the mauer.



(3) On or before June 1, 2Q04, intmestedparties may file with the Clerk. of the

CQmm\Si\.OU \\l\ ntig\u\U_ t\f\~\\ \15) ~p\t& \)t &11~\\~~ t()~oomm~n\, ant\It\}_ts

for hearing filed with the Commi~sion. Acopy ofthe msponse sball be delivered to any person

whq filed comments or requests for hearing.

(4) This matter is continued generally.

AN ATrESTlID COpy hereofshall be sent by-the Clerk: of the Co~ssi()l\ to: each

loctll exchlmge telephonecompany lic¢nsed to do business in Virginia. as shown on

A~ment Ahereto; J1aVld A. LaFuria, Esquire.Lukas. Nace, Gutierrez & Sachs, Chartered,

111119th Street. N.W., Suite 1200, Washington. D.C. 2ClO36; Thomas Bl1okley'l Attorney.

AdVisor, Telecommuni~()ns Access Policy Division. 'WireUne Competition Bureau, Federal

Co.r,nmumcatlons commission, 44S 12th Street, S.W., WasbingtOD, D.C. 20554; Vitginia

Telecommunications Tndustty AUOCiat!OD, clo Richard D. Gary. Esquire, Hunton &; Williams

LLP, RiverfrontPl.BastTower, 9$1 East Byrd Street. Richmond, VqJnia 232194074; .

L. Ronald Smith. President and General Manager, Shenandoah Telephone Company. P.O.

Box 105, Williamsville, Virginia 24487; Lori. Warren. Dh'eetorofRegnlatoty Affairs, MOW

Telephone Company. ~.o. Box ~9. Bdinbutg. Virginia 22324-0459; C. Meade Browder.lr••

S~0'r ~si$tant :t\tt~'ey.JEhmell4) .. Dlv~slon ofCo118Ult1er Counsel. Office ofAttorney Genehu.
I

!J}OOiiast:~Stree~ ~d Pldor.'Ricbmpnd. v.irginia 23219; and. the Commission's Office of
Gent;r{tl GouQ~ anGd~visions ofConununiqatlons. Publit: Utility Accounting; andl3oonondos

4
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Before the
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION

Washington, DC 20554

DECLARATION OF JOHN MARIcR IN SUPPORT OF THE
PETITION FOR ETC DESIGNATION OF CONSUMER CELLULAR, INC.

IN THE STATES OF CONNECTICUT, NEW YORK, NORTH CAROLINA,
TENNESSEE, AND THE COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA

1.) My name is John Marick, and I am the Chief Executive Officer of Consumer Cellular,

Inc. My business address is 7204 SW Durham Road, Suite 300, Portland, Oregon 97224-7574.

2.) I have read Consumer Cellular's Petition for ETC Designation in the States of

Connecticut, New York, North Carolina, and Tennessee, and the Commonwealth of Virginia. I

confirm the information contained herein is true and accurate to the best of my knowledge.

3.) To the best ofmy knowledge, the Petitioner referred to in the foregoing Petition,

including all officers, directors, and persons holding more than five percent or more of the stock

or shares (voting or non-voting) are not subject to the denial ofbenefits, including FCC benefits,

pursuant to Section 5301 of the Anti-Drug Abuse Act of 1988,21 U.S.C. § 862.

4.) I declare under penalty ofpetjury that the foregoing is true and correct to the best of my

knowledge.

John Marick, CEO
Consumer Cellular, Inc.

Executed on December 29,2009.


